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Q This is the agreement that you and your 
wife entered into with Mr. Wyberg, is that correct? 
MR. NEELEY: You mean Mr. Hall. 
Q (By Mr. Renstrom) Or excuse me, hr. Hall. 
Now, referring you to your exhibit, No. 1, I would like you 
to take a look at that, Mr. Wyberg. how, your lease was for 
36 months, is that correct? At $187.65. Okay? 
A (Inaudible response.) 
Q Now, if my computer or calculator is 
accurate, at the end of 36 months you should have paid 
$6,755.40. Is that correct? $6,755.40. Is that right? 
A I guess. 
Q Now, if you would look carefully at your 
exhibit, look carefully at your exhibit. Now, in 1978 you 
indicated that you paid $1892.50, right? Is that correct? 
A Well, I am not jibing with you here some-
where. 
Q Well, you indicate that in f78 you made 
these payments, and this is your total sum of $1892.50. 
A Okay. 
Q Is that right? I assume it is. Your 
attorney says it's your exhibit. Did you prepare that? 
MR. NEELEY: I prepared it, counsel. 
Q (By hr. Renstrom) All right, your attorney 
says he prepared it. Is it accurate? 
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1
 I A As far as I can see. 
2
 I Q All right. Now, let's go back to 1979. 
3i Are you following me? 
4 I A Yeah. 
5
 J Q And it would appear that during that year 
6 you put $1,884.98 on the lease. Is that correct? Here's 
7 1979 --
8 A Okay. This shows $1684. 
9 Q Is that what you paid? 
10 A Must be. 
11
 Q Okay. Let's go to 1980. During the year 
12 1 9 8 0 , how much does it show you paid? 
13 A $500. 
1* Q $500. Now, this was the total amount that 
15 you had paid during the three years of the lease, isn't it? 
16 A Uh-huh. 
17 Q Because when you move into January and 
18 February of 1981, you don't pay anything, do you? 
19 A (Inaudible response.) 
2C Q Now, if we total everything you paid in 
2i that first three y e a r s , you find, if my figures ere correct, 
22 that you paid $4,277.48. 
23 MR. RENSTROM: Would you like to figure 
24 that, counsel, or do you agree with that? 
25 MR. NEELEY: I've got it figured. 
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Q (By Mr. Renstrom) So that's what -- the 
first three y e a r s . So if you take the total amount that 
you should have paid of $ 6 , 7 5 5 . 4 0 , and subtract what you 
did pay, if I am correct on this, $2477.92. So at the time 
that your lease expired on February 10, 1981, you in fact 
owed, or were in arrears at that point, $2,477.92. Right? 
A Uh-huh. 
Q Now, that's when -- that's when Mr. Hall 
came to you and said, "hey, we have got to work something 
out." Is that correct? 
A W e 11 , n o . 
Q Wei 1 , on February 10, 19 --
A Okay. Wait a minute. I can solve this. 
This --
Q Let me withdraw the question. 
A Al1 right. 
•Q On February 10, 1981, at the end of the 
lease, did you take the car back and deliver it as the 
contract said to do, that you would return the car. Did 
you do that? 
A No. 
Q Why? 
A Nobody could start it or anything else. 
It sat there until George was going to take it, and I said, 
"There it is, you can't start it." 
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can you find that? Upper right-hand corner, Section 5. 
A Okay. 
Q It talks about bankruptcy and so forth, 
but it also says that, "If you miss any payment, default in 
the performance in any of the terms, one of which would be 
making a consistent payment of $187, that this agreement 
shall terminate." Isn't that correct? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q The agreement on Mr. Wyberg missing these 
payments back in 1980 terminated this agreement, did it 
net? 
A Well, maybe legally it did, but morally I 
dc-.'t think it did, because fir. Wyberg and I came to a 
verbal agreement on what we would do, which is documented 
with the paymenis. 
Q Now, on this first page of this Lease 
Agreement, under "witness," it says, "The terms of this 
lease shall constitute the entire agreement of the parties,11 
ooes it not? 
A Y e s , s i r . 
Q Now, under default, when they missed their 
payments and the lease terminated, you had the right to go 
onto his property and take it off. Isn't that spelled out 
i r there? 
A That's what the contract says. 
33 
to miss two or three payments and then they would pick up 
the vehicle- Why didn't you do that in this particular 
case? 
A We had a real bao recession in the con-
struction business in 1979. Construction went kapooie. It 
happened almost overnight. I trier, to put myself in the 
position of Mr. Wyberg, and what would I like somebody to 
do to me if we were in the same circumstances. So I went 
to Mr. wyberg and I says, "Here's what the deal is." I 
took all my paperwork out there, sat down with him in the 
kitchen, and says, "This is what the deal is. What do you 
want me to do? Do you want me to repossess the car and sue 
you for the balance, or do you want to try and wor* something 
out?" 
Q Now, at that time did you tell him that, 
"By the way, you are going to be billed $110.55 for late 
charges"? 
A I pointed to the contract and showed 
him where the deficiency would be rated at the rate of three 
percent per month. We did not total it up. I respect 
fir. and i.rs. Wyberg s/ery highly. They are terrific people, 
and we all get into trouble at times. So I triec to v;ork 
something out with them. 
Q Now, if I read this lease correctly, under 
Section 5, on the second page where it talks about oefaults--
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they signed the contract, what they were buying, what they 
were paying? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q Did the contract provide as to what would 
happen at the end of three years? 
A Yes. 
Q And what was supposed to happen at the end 
of three years? 
A If, at the end of three years, if everything 
was in order, they was to either return the car to me, or 
they could buy it through the residual value, plus $25. 
Q That would have been $2,500 plus $25? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q What is the $25 for? 
A That's paperwork, handling. 
Q All right. Now, at the end of three years 
did they want to buy the car? 
A They wanted to continue on buying it on 
payments . 
Q Under the leasing agreement that already 
existed? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q Okay, now how do you know that that's what 
they wanted to do? 
A I asked Mr. Wyberg and he said, "Yes, I 
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behind with him? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q What was his response to that? 
A His response was that he had been out of 
work and he wasn't able to make -- keep these payments up, 
and due to the recession period that we had, which started 
in late 1979, he just wasn't able to keep the payments up, 
but if I would work with him, he would work with me and we 
would try and solve the problem. 
Q And did you agree to let him keep the car 
then at that point? 
A I understood about the recession period 
that we were going through, and I says, "Ronald, I will De 
happy to work with you if you will work with me. All right?'1 
And he said, "Yes, I will 
Q And what was the agreement then at that 
time? 
A The agreement was he would pay what he 
could and when he could, and he would try for the $187.65 a 
month. 
Q Continuing your past, is that correct? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q Now, did he ever return the car to you? 
A Never. 
Q Did he ever offer to return the car? 
18 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
Never. 
Did Mrs. Wyberg ever return the car? 
No. 
Did they ever offer to return the car? 
Did Mrs. Wyberg ever offer to return the car? 
A On approximately September 1987, I went 
out to see him, as a last-ditch stand, and Mr. Wyberg told 
me the car was no good, it was junk, it was setting out 
behind his chicken coop, I think. He says, "You just as 
well come and get it because it's junk, it's no good." 
Q So that's when he offered it to you? 
A That's when the car was offered to me. 
Q Now, during that period of time from '81 to 
'87, they had possession of the car and its use? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q Okay. Now, after you had had this meeting 
in March 3rd of -- or '81, February 10th of '81, did you 
have difficulty getting payments out of him after that date? 
A Yes. At no time did he offer to give me 
money or bring me money. If I wanted money I had to go out 
and camp in his kitchen for sometimes up to as high as two 
hours, and I assume to get me out of the house he would give 
me a hundred or two, or whatever. 
Q Now, I notice in your accounting that after 
that you periodically went out and he would give you one or 
19 
two hundred or something? 
A Y e s , s i r. 
Q Did he ever come in and say, "Here, here is 
something on it?" 
A He did approximately -- 1979. 
Q No, I mean since February 10th of '81? 
A No, sir, never entered my door. 
Q Now, I note that the last payment he made 
was in -- it was on March 3, 1986? 
A Yes , sir. 
Q And that was a thousand d o l l a r s ? 
A Yes , s i r . 
Q How did you get the thousand dollars? 
A Went to his house and camped in his door. 
Q And that's when you got your last amount. 
Did you have any discussion with him at that time? 
A Yes, I told him that he was still delinquent 
on this, and that we have got to do something. And Ronald 
says, "I will do the very best that I can, I have been out 
of work, and I will just continue to do the best I can if you 
will continue to work with me." 
Q Now, did you agree to continue to work with 
h i m ? 
A Yes. 
Q Now, since March 3, '86, has he ever come 
Q Okay. Average trade-in, in the left-hand 
column, for V-8 Granadas, $2975. Average retail, on the 
far right-hand corner, is $3800. 
A Yes, sir. I would be very happy to take 
that $3800 figure, counselor. 
MR. RENSTROh: Just a minute, you are just 
going to respond to questions. 
THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. Okay. Sorry. 
Q (By Mr. Neeley) And give him credit for 
that? Is that what you were about to say? 
A It's is going to throw this thing way out. 
It would be to my advantage to go for that figure. 
Q hr. Hall, did you send periocic monthly 
statements? 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
every month 
What do you mean by periodic? 
Did you send monthly statements? 
Some. 
Not each and every ;<;onth? 
Not every month. 
How often? 
I had contact with Mr. Wyberg alrrost 
Sometimes I went out to see him, soretimes I 
called him on the phone, and sometimes I sent him letters. 
Q Did you send him a bill as to what he owed 
you? 
4 
A N o , sir. I took my books out to him and 
showed them to him. And, incidentally, he agreed with m e . 
MR. NEELEY: Your H o n o r , I don't think I 
have any other questions of Mr. Hall now. I would ask him 
m a y b e to take a look at that exhibit to see if I accurately 
summarized his -- and that, for the record, is Exhibit No. 1 
MR. RENSTROM: We have no objection to its 
i n t r o d u c t i o n , Your Honor. 
MR. NEELEY: Is that this one here? 
MR. RENSTROM: Yes. We have no objection 
to its i n t r o d u c t i o n . 
MR. NEELEY: Offer Exhibit 1. 
THE COURT: It may be received. 
Q (By Mr. Neeley) Based on that then, Mr. 
H a l l , you do a c k n o w l e d g e you have been paid sone S8109 on 
this --
MR. RENSTROfi: W e l l , I will object to that. 
He has indicated that he would like to compute it. 
THE COURT: W e l l , I think what — as I 
understand w h e r e we are at, it has been - - it has been 
received as an exhibit. This witness has not necessarily 
agreea that that's the total tabulation. 
MR. NEELEY: Okay. That's all the 
q u e s t i o n s I h a v e . 
THE COURT: You may step down. fir. Wyberg, 
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disabled. He doesn't work, and he -• I assume counsel is 
not aware of that. His wife will be a much better witness 
and will be much more informative. 
MR. RENSTROM: With that understanding, I 
will not further cross-examine this man. Thank you. 
MR. NEELEY: Thank you. 
MR. RENSTROM: I was not aware, You** Honor, 
of any problems. 
THE COURT: Just wait right there for a 
minute. Mr. Nee ley? 
MR. NEELEY: Yes. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR, NEELEY: 
Q Ronald, are you employed presently? Do you 
work? 
A Just do things around the house. 
Q Okay. Do you have Alzheimer's? Are you 
being treated for that? 
A Uh-huh. 
Q Does that affect your ability to rererrber 
and to think? 
A Yes, yeah. You start out here somewhere 
arc find out you are over here somewhere. 
Q Is it all kind of confusing? 
A It is. 
5* 
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Q Did you have any other difficulties with 
the car, other than the transmission? 
A Yeah, we did have a steering problem. It 
was -- I don't recall the technical word for it, but there 
was a little steering problem with it. And we had that 
taken care of. 
Q When was that, do you recall? 
A Seemed to me like it was between -- sometime 
in '80. First part of '80. 
Q The sump pump replaced, or something like 
that? 
A Sump — yeah, pump, or hose, or whatever. 
I can't remember. 
Q Now, according to our exhibit >ou and your 
husband had paid approximately $8109.90, if our math is 
correct? 
A Yes, sir, that is correct. 
Q And for the record, does your husband have 
sore disabi1i ty? 
MR. RENSTROH: I will stipulate to it. 
THE WITNESS: Yes, he does. 
MR. RENSTROM: Let's have the stipulation, 
I would like to know when that was diagnosed. 
THE WITNESS: He was diagnosed in 1986, but 
it started in 1983. He got a clear statement from the State, 
71 
A l z h e i m e r ' s d o c t o r s f rom the S t a t e i n 1986. He s t a r t e d the 
t e s t be tween '83 and ' 8 4 . 
Q I s he p r e s e n t l y unemployed? 
A Y e s , s i r , he i s . 
Q Has been for how long? 
A He has been unemployed since 1985. He 
hasn't driven a car since between 1985 and 1986. 
Q And you are presently employed, is that 
true? 
A 
Q 
Yes, sir, I am. 
And that's with the Internal Revenue 
Serv i ce? 
A Yes, sir, lam. 
Q In '78 through '80, or thereabouts, where 
were you employed? 
A Associated Piping and Engineering in 
CIea rfi eld . 
Q Now, Mr. Wyberg,_you made a statement in 
here -- or excuse me, on direct examination, that you could 
purchase the vehicle. Do you remerrDer counsel asking you 
that question? 
A That I could purchase the vehicle? 
Q Uh-huh, do you rerember him saying that 
you could purchase the vehicle for $2500? 
A That's what he said, yes. 
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In other words, that's his -- was his. This 
is not a ful1-maintenance lease. 
Q Okay. Now, the only time then, from 
February 10, 1978 was sometime in September -- October of '87,| 
is when they told you that you could have the car? 
A Yes. 
Q And you had to go out, they didn't bring it? 
A That's correct. 
Q And that's when he told you that it was 
junk now and parked behind the chicken coop. 
A 
Q 
Which it was. 
All right. That's all. 
MR. RENSTROM: Your witness 
CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. NEELEY: 
Q Mr. Hall, your company regularly and 
normally sells -- or excuse me, leases vehicles. Is that 
right? 
A Regularly --
Q That's what your business is? 
A -- renting and leasing. Yes, sir. 
Q And I take it that back at that time you 
were the leasing arm of Ogden Ford, or Westland Ford, or 
whatever that was, or they referred a lot of their leasing 
business to you? 
2* 
1 evidence, Your Honor, it provides that for. Wyberg and his 
2 wife will pay three percent a month on the unpaid balance 
3 of what is due and owing, which constitutes 36 percent a 
4 year, which is not uncommon and is generally charged by 
5 banks in similar situations. 
6 Our auditing that you have, this exhibit 
7 here, I believe it's five, shows from day one what he has 
8 paid, and what he hasn't paid, and the late fees that are 
9 charged. 
10 Now, beginning in ' 81, rir. hall started 
11 charging $110.55 which was the late fee for the unpaid 
12 balance, and that has regularly been charged each month 
13 right through until the time because the contract was not 
14 current at anytime since that time, and that's $110.55 a 
15 month. 
16 Now, as of -- let's see -- as of the 10th 
17 day of November of '89, our claim is $11,904. However, 
18 there would be, since that time, two more $110.55. Now, 
19 that exceeds the jurisdiction of this Court, and in our 
20 complaint we have limited ourselves, and acknowledge that our 
21 claim would not exceed the jurisdiction of this Court. 
22 That's basically where we are, Your Honor. 
23 Our claim would be at the $9,999 figure, even though, from 
24 our bookkeeping, we would be entitled to more. 
25 THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Neeley? 
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car. 
Q Okay. In 1987, as Mr. Wyberg has testified, 
your husband told him to come and get the car? 
A Uh-huh. 
Q And Mr. Hall, at that time, said, "I don't 
want the car." 
A 
Q 
A 
anymore payments 
Honor. 
Right. 
Okay? 
That's right, that's why we didn't make 
MR. RENSTROM: That's all I have, Your 
THE COURT: Mr. Neeley? 
MR. NEELEY: Thank you. 
CROSS-EXAMINATION 
BY MR. NEELEY: 
Q Mrs . Wyberg, d i d you t y p i c a l l y d r i v e the 
Granada i n q u e s t i o n ? 
A Y e s , s i r , I d i d . 
Q You drove it back and forth to work and 
for household purposes and so forth? Is that your testi-
mony? 
A Yes. 
Q In approximately 1980, did you cor-ence 
having some problems with the vehicle? 
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Q And you knew the car was worth two and a 
half thousand and you could keep it, right? 
A Well, we knew that that is what was on the 
agreement. 
Q Okay. And so you did keep it. It was a 
brand new car when you got it? 
A Yeah, that's right. 
Q And you got the handbook from Ford Motor 
showing you what --
A No, we did not get a handbook. 
Q You did not get one? 
A No. 
Q Oh, I see. 
A Vie certainly didn't. 
Q Now, you -- your counsel indicated, or 
suggested, that during the first three years that you had 
problems with the car. Did you have problems with the car? 
A Yes, to my knowledge we had problems with 
the car. 
Q Well, what went wrong with it? 
A I drove it to work. 
Q What was wrong with it? 
A I drove it to work in Clearfield. On my way 
hOT.e from work I drove out of the no^th gate of the Freeport 
Center and it quit. 
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A 
Q 
A 
Yes , sir. 
And could you describe that for the Court? 
In 1 9 8 0 , when I was driving the car from 
w o r k , across the railroad tracks the car quit on me and it 
w o u l d not go in or out of gear. I had Martin Brothers down 
in C l e a r f i e l d come and tow the car over -- he towed the car 
o v e r , checked it out, and he called Ronald at the time and 
told Ronald it was the t r a n s m i s s i o n . 
Q And you have gone through some five trans-
m i s s i o n s , according to your personal t e s t i m o n y ? 
A Y e s , uh-huh. 
Q Does the Lease A g r e e m e n t talk about what 
y o u r express w a r r a n t i e s are in relation to that vehicle? 
A Pardon me again? 
Q The Lease Agreement that you have signed, 
does that talk about what your -- what w a r r a n t i e s you are 
g i v e n by the m a n u f a c t u r e r ? 
A I don't recall Brother N e e l e y . 
Q Were you given --
A N o , I was not given anything from Ogden Ford 
on any lease. 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Were you given a m a n u f a c t u r e r ' s handbook? 
No. 
Okay. 
No , sir. 
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Q Okay. 
A It would not go into gear. It was the 
transmission. 
Q Okay. How many times did that happen to 
you? 
A That we had a transmission in then, the 
transmission went out. Within six months it was -- well, it 
never did work right. But within six months it went out, 
and we had three more transmissions put in. Tanner Company 
put one of them in. 
Q Did you ever go back to Mr. Hall during 
the three years? 
A No. 
Q So during the three years of the lease, 
when you were having all this problem, you never went back 
to --
A No, because it was not in the lease for us 
to go back to him. We had to take care of our own mainte-
nance . 
Q That was your understanding, wasn't it? 
A Yes. 
Q That was the understanding your husband had 
at the time that he had full faculties. Is that correct? 
MR. NEELEY: I would like to object to what 
this man may have understood back in 1978, Your honor. 
61 
the Granada? 
A 
Q 
A 
Well, were you making lease payments on 
I assumed that's what we were doing. 
Lease payments? 
Yes, sir, the payment to Mr. Hall which 
he indicated we had to make $187 and something. 
Q You knew that there was a late payment, 
didn't you? 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 
No, I was not aware of the late payment. 
Well, you signed the contract. 
I signed the contract for $187.55. 
Yes. And I note down here, ma'am, where 
it says, in paragraph 10, "Late payments. The charge for 
late payments is three percent per month on any account due 
and unpaid after five days." That was a part of the contract 
A Okay. 
Q All right. Well, you were aware of that 
that was within the contract, weren't you? 
A The late payments? 
Q Yeah. 
A Yes, it was in the contract. 
Q So you knew you had late payments. Now, 
after February 10, 1981, in your rrind, Mrs. Wybe^g, were 
you buying the car or still leasing the car? 
A I assumed that we were still leasing the 
done. 
Q 
A 
Q 
Okay. Do you recall what you answered? 
No, sir, I don ' t recal1 . 
Why don't you read that. Just read your 
answer and see if it reflects your signature there. 
A Yes, sir. 
|1R. k EXSTROrt: uhat question is it, counsel? 
MR. NEELEY: Nunber 3. 
THE COURT: Mr. Neeley, what is the 
question? Number 3. 
THE WITNESS: Response to interrogatory 
number 3 
hR. NEELEY: ny question is --
THE COURT: Read the question anc tre 
answer 
THE WITNESS: "At the end of the contract 
period, the Defendants were to return the automobile and 
either purchase the same or return the same in gooc condi-
tion. At the end of the Lease Agreement, t^e Defencants did 
not return the car which, at that time, was a total disaster, 
nor did they buy the car. However, they Qid continue to 
license, drive, and register the automobi1e. " 
Q (By fir. Nee ley) And tiat was in response to 
the question asked to you was - - coulc you read that? "Did 
Defendant" --
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A "Did Defendant, or either of them, request 
Plaintiff to seize or otherwise take possession of the 
subject automobile." 
Q And in your response, you are saying that 
they didn't buy the car from you, and today you are telling 
the Court that the payments they made were on the late 
charges? 
A In fact, that's what I would assume. The 
definition of buy is pay. And they didn't pay. 
Q In fact, in your accounting you have assess-
ed -- you bill at $110.55 under the column "late charges," do 
you not? That's what you intended. 
THE COURT: You need to answer audibly for 
the purpose of the record. 
THE WITNESS: Yes, yes, sir. 
MR. NEELEY: I ask that these answers go 
i n. 
MR. RENSTROM: No problem, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: They may be received. Published. 
MR. NEELEY: I think that's all tne questions] 
I have of Mr. Hall, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Mr. Renstrom? 
MR. RENSTROM: Just give me a morrent, 
please 
THE COURT: Okay, 
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